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I commend our government’s recognition of 

the devastation caused during this testing pe-
riod and I commend our efforts to restore this 
magnificent Island so its citizens can return to 
their homes. Unfortunately, it appears another 
10 years is necessary to guarantee the return 
of the Bikini people to an environmentally safe 
home. 

Traditionally, the people of Bikini Atoll have 
administered the Resettlement Trust Fund in a 
commendable manner. I fully support the 
Council’s decision to make available 3% per-
cent of the market value of the Resettlement 
Trust Fund for immediate ex gratia distribution 
to the people of Bikini. The culture and tradi-
tion of the people of Bikini pay special hom-
age to the seniors of the communities. It is an-
ticipated that the senior citizens of Bikini, 
many who will not have an opportunity to re-
turn to the Island and their homeland because 
of the length of clean-up time, may be the pri-
mary beneficiaries of this distribution. 

The Congressional Budget Office estimates 
that the enactment of the bill would have no 
impact on the federal budget. Mr. Speaker, 
dear colleagues, I urge that we continue to 
support the restoration of Bikini Island and re-
settlement of its citizens. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, the Bi-
kini Resettlement and Relocation Act of 1999, 
H.R. 2368, is an important measure to help 
the relocation and resettlement of the people 
of Bikini Atoll. This community was displaced 
during the time of United States nuclear test-
ing in the Pacific and while the U.S. was the 
administering authority for the islands under 
the United Nations Trust Territory of the Pa-
cific Islands. Congress continues to have re-
sponsibility for the trust funds that were estab-
lished during the trusteeship for the resettle-
ment and relocation of certain island commu-
nities, including Bikini Atoll. 

The Committee on Resources conducted a 
Congressional pre-hearing briefing on May 
10th and a hearing on May 11th, 1999, on the 
status of nuclear claims, relocation and reset-
tlement efforts in the Marshall Islands. During 
the hearing process, the elected representa-
tive of the people of Bikini presented the Kili/ 
Bikini/Ejit Local Government Council’s May 12, 
1999 Resolution, asking Congress to support 
a one-time 3% distribution from the Resettle-
ment Trust Fund, which is used both for the 
cleanup of Bikini and for the ongoing needs of 
the Bikini people. In addition, the Marshall Is-
lands Government expressed unqualified sup-
port for the Bikini request. Congress estab-
lished the Resettlement Trust Fund in 1982 
pursuant to P.L. 97–257 and appropriated ad-
ditional funds in 1988 pursuant to P.L. 100– 
446. 

I introduced H.R. 2368 jointly with the Rank-
ing Minority Member GEORGE MILLER of the 
Committee on Resources on June 29, 1999, 
to respond to the request of the Bikini commu-
nity and the government of the Marshall Is-
lands. My statement of introduction appeared 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on that date 
with the text of the Kili/Bikini/Ejit Local Govern-
ment Council’s May 12, 1999 Resolution on 
June 29, 1999 H.R. 2368 would: 

Authorize a one-time 3% distribution from 
the Resettlement Trust Fund for relocation and 
resettlement assistance primarily for the re-
maining senior citizens of Bikini Atoll [3% of 

$126 million or $3.7 million]; not require an ap-
propriation of any funds by the U.S. Congress; 
not diminish the original corpus of the Reset-
tlement Trust Fund [$110 million]; provide relo-
cation assistance now to the surviving 90 
members of Bikini who were removed from 
their home island, as it may still take years to 
complete radiological restoration of the atoll to 
permit safe habitation; and respond to the res-
olution of the Bikini Council requesting this 
legislative action by Congress. 

The Bikinians, for their part, have ensured 
the fiscal integrity of the Resettlement Trust 
Fund. They have selected reputable U.S. 
banks as trustees, hired well-respected and 
talented investment advisors and money man-
agers, and provided for routine monthly finan-
cial statements and annual audits. Due to the 
Bikini Council’s voluntary restraint on the use 
of these funds, and the success of the fund 
managers, the corpus remains intact, the trust 
fund has earned almost 14% annually, every 
dollar has been accounted for, annual audits 
are prepared, and monthly financial state-
ments are sent to the Interior Department. 

In light of the strength of the trust, its fiscal 
integrity, the lengthy time a cleanup and res-
toration will take, and the special cir-
cumstances of the elders, the Bikinians wish 
to make a one-time 3% distribution from the 
Resettlement Trust Fund, with the under-
standing that the primary beneficiaries of the 
distribution will be the 90 surviving Bikini el-
ders. Because of the excellent management of 
the trust fund, such a distribution will not re-
quire an appropriation of funds by Congress, 
nor will it diminish the original corpus of the 
trust. 

The authorization in H.R. 2368 for the peo-
ple of Bikini is appropriate and consistent with 
the desires of the community of Bikini and 
congressional intent for the resettlement of the 
people whose lives and homes were disrupted 
by U.S. testing. This measure assists some of 
the people of the former Trust Territory com-
munity administered by the United States, who 
we still maintain relations through a Compact 
of Free Association. Without any additional 
cost to the U.S. taxpayer, Congress can be re-
sponsive to the remaining senior Bikini elders’ 
resettlement and relocation efforts. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further speakers. I urge an 
‘‘aye’’ vote, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FOLEY). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SHERWOOD) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 2368. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SPANISH PEAKS WILDERNESS ACT 
OF 1999 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 

bill (H.R. 898) designating certain land 
in the San Isabel National Forest in 
the State of Colorado as the ‘‘Spanish 
Peaks Wilderness.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 898 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Spanish 
Peaks Wilderness Act of 1999’’. 

SEC. 2. DESIGNATION OF SPANISH PEAKS WIL-
DERNESS.

(a) COLORADO WILDERNESS ACT.—Section
2(a) of the Colorado Wilderness Act of 1993 
(Public Law 103–77; 107 Stat. 756; 16 U.S.C. 
1132 note) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(20) SPANISH PEAKS WILDERNESS.—Certain
land in the San Isabel National Forest that— 

‘‘(A) comprises approximately 18,000 acres, 
as generally depicted on a map entitled ‘Pro-
posed Spanish Peaks Wilderness’, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 1999; and 

‘‘(B) shall be known as the ‘Spanish Peaks 
Wilderness’.’’.

(b) MAP; BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION.—
(1) FILING.—As soon as practicable after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture (referred to in this Act 
as the ‘‘Secretary’’), shall file a map and 
boundary description of the area designated 
under subsection (a) with— 

(A) the Committee on Resources of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources of the Senate. 

(2) FORCE AND EFFECT.—The map and 
boundary description under paragraph (1) 
shall have the same force and effect as if in-
cluded in the Colorado Wilderness Act of 1993 
(Public Law 103–77; 107 Stat. 756), except that 
the Secretary may correct clerical and typo-
graphical errors in the map and boundary de-
scription.

(3) AVAILABILITY.—The map and boundary 
description under paragraph (1) shall be on 
file and available for public inspection in the 
Office of the Chief of the Forest Service. 

SEC. 3. ACCESS. 

Within the Spanish Peaks Wilderness des-
ignated under section 2— 

(1) the Secretary shall allow the continu-
ation of historic uses of the Bulls Eye Mine 
Road established prior to the date of enact-
ment of this Act, subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary may provide; and 

(2) access to any privately owned land 
within the wilderness areas designated under 
section 2 shall be provided in accordance 
with section 5 of the Wilderness Act (16 
U.S.C. 1134 et seq.). 

SEC. 4. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

Section 10 of the Colorado Wilderness Act 
of 1993 (Public Law 103–77; 107 Stat. 756; 16 
U.S.C. 1132 note) is repealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. SHERWOOD) and the 
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20 
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHERWOOD).

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I might consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, H.R. 898, the Spanish 

Peaks Wilderness Act of 1999, was in-
troduced by the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS), my esteemed col-
league, and would simply add the Span-
ish Peaks area to a list of areas des-
ignated as wilderness by the Colorado 
Wilderness Act of 1993. 

The gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
MCINNIS) has worked long and hard to 
protect local interests while trying to 
preserve an outstanding scenic and ge-
ological area. I have hunted and hiked 
through the Spanish Peaks, and they 
rise above the high plains majestically 
all by themselves and are an area cer-
tainly worthy of preservation. 

This bill passed through sub-
committee and full committee on a 
voice vote, therefore, I would urge my 
colleagues to support the passage of 
H.R. 898, the Spanish Peaks Wilderness 
Act of 1999, under suspension of the 
rules.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 898 would des-
ignate approximately 18,000 acres of 
land in Colorado, San Isabel National 
Forest, as wilderness. These lands 
which contain headwaters in two spec-
tacular 13,000 foot peaks have been 
studied and considered for wilderness 
designation for nearly two decades. 

This month marks the 35th anniver-
sary of the law that created a national 
wilderness preservation system. The 
Wilderness Act has led to the protec-
tion of more than 104 million acres of 
Federal lands. In light of this anniver-
sary, it is most appropriate, Mr. Speak-
er, that the House is acting on a wil-
derness bill, an all too infrequent event 
in recent years I would say. 

I do commend the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL), our 
Democratic colleague, for their spon-
sorship and hard work on this legisla-
tion.

This is a worthy bill, this legislation. 
It certainly deserves the support of our 
colleagues, and I ask my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to engage 
in a colloquy here with the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS).

Mr. Speaker, this bill does differ 
from last year’s Skaggs-McInnis bill in 
a few respects, and I want to take a few 
moments to discuss one in particular, 
namely the exclusion from wilderness 
of an old road, known as the Bulls Eye 
Mine Road and the inclusion of lan-
guage related to that road. 

Because some questions have been 
raised about the scope and effect of 
that language, contained in subsection 
3(1), I think it appropriate to provide a 
further explanation of how that sub-
section would or would not affect man-
agement of this area. 

Accordingly, at the request of the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) I 
would like to engage the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS) in a brief 
colloquy regarding this part of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the questions 
that has been raised concerning the au-
thority of the Secretary of Agriculture 
with regard to regulating the use of the 
road. During the subcommittee hearing 
of the bill, the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. HILL) asked whether the Sec-
retary would continue to limit those 
uses to hiking and horseback riding 
and was assured that the Secretary 
could do that under the terms of the 
bill.

Would my colleague agree that, 
under this bill, the Secretary will con-
tinue to have that authority? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS).

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, to the 
gentleman’s inquiry, the answer to 
that is yes. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
another important question concerns 
the extent to which the bill might be 
read as requiring the federal govern-
ment to repair or maintain the road. 
This is important, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause my colleague will recall that the 
Forest Service testified that they are 
in no position to make any commit-
ments to keep the road open, and be-
cause its condition is such as to raise 
serious safety problems and possibly 
even questions of liability, would the 
gentleman from Colorado agree that 
nothing in the bill would have the ef-
fect of requiring the United States to 
undertake any improvements of the 
road or to maintain any part of the 
road?

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, to the 
gentleman from American Samoa, the 
answer is yes. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
as I understand it, some parties have 
raised the question about ownership of 
the road right-of-way itself. Does the 
gentleman from Colorado agree that 
nothing in this bill would have the ef-
fect of lessening any property before 
the United States of that land or of 
limiting the ability of the Secretary to 
take legal action to assert those inter-
ests?

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, would 
the gentleman repeat the question. 

b 1515
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Does my col-

league agree that nothing in this bill 
would have the effect of lessening any 
of the property interests of the United 
States in that land or of limiting the 
ability of the Secretary to take legal 
action to assert those interests? 

Mr. MCINNIS. The answer to that is 
yes.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no further speakers at this time, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 

gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
MCINNIS).

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
very exciting day for me and for the 
people of the State of Colorado that 
the designation of the Spanish Peaks 
as a wilderness area is about to pass 
the House of Representatives. This bill 
has bipartisan support. This bill does 
something that we should have done a 
couple of years ago. 

At the very beginning of my com-
ments, I think it is appropriate to give 
credit to my former colleague, our 
former colleague, David Skaggs, who 
retired from Congress 2 years ago, I 
think. The gentleman put a lot of ef-
fort into the Spanish Peaks wilderness. 
I was privileged to work with David 
Skaggs for a period of several years on 
this legislation, and today I hope he is 
watching so he gets to see this pass. 

I have got a lot of personal interest 
in the Spanish Peaks of Colorado. First 
a little description of the Spanish 
Peaks. There are two peaks, the east 
and west peak. These peaks were often 
used as guidance for the pioneers who 
settled in Colorado. When we see them 
against the Colorado horizon, they 
stand out against that beautiful blue 
sky. It really is an asset to the people 
of this country to have the Spanish 
Peaks. Now to take that movement to 
put the Spanish Peaks into a wilder-
ness area is a designation that is well 
served.

Let me point out an issue that I 
think is very important. Number one, 
it is important for all who are watch-
ing today and my colleagues on the 
floor to understand that there are lots 
of different ways to manage public 
lands. Wilderness is not the only way 
to manage public lands. We have lots of 
tools out there. 

For example, we have national parks, 
we have national forests, we have spe-
cial areas. There are lots of different 
ways to manage public lands. The most 
restrictive and, therefore, the one we 
should utilize with the most caution is 
the wilderness designation. 

How should we go about naming an 
area or designating an area as ‘‘wilder-
ness’’? The first thing that I think fun-
damentally to the principle of wilder-
ness is that we have got to have local 
input. We do not have an outside inter-
est come in and dictate to the local 
people what they ought to do in that 
local community. We had a lot of local 
input.

This bill did not start with an out-
side interest. This bill did not start 
with some organization outside of the 
area. This bill started with the local 
people. I know a lot of those local peo-
ple.

My great grandparents homesteaded 
down in that area in La Veta, Colo-
rado, in the 1880s. I know those people 
down there, and they got together sev-
eral years ago and they said, the Span-
ish Peaks at the very top where, by the 
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way, Mr. Speaker, it does not affect 
water rights, which are absolutely cru-
cial in the State of Colorado, the local 
people got together and said these are 
beautiful peaks. Let us manage a small 
part of the peaks, about 18,000 acres, as 
wilderness; and let us do it at the very 
top where it does not impact water 
rights, where it limits impact on pri-
vate property. 

I am a strong advocate of private 
property rights in this country. When 
this idea first came up, there was some 
conflict, there was some controversy. 
So did we look outside of the State of 
Colorado or even outside that area for 
advice or dictate on how we ought to 
resolve that controversy or that con-
flict? No. We sat down together; we sat 
down and we talked. 

We have had a lot of able leadership 
through that community to come to a 
resolution that we are now seeing 
today about ready to pass the United 
States House of Representatives. 

This bill will mark the Spanish 
Peaks as a wilderness for many, many, 
many centuries to come. And long 
after we are all gone, people will look 
back and say, the United States Con-
gress, with these conditions and this 
particular area, made the right deci-
sion for wilderness. 

A moment to comment about my col-
league WAYNE ALLARD. Senator WAYNE
ALLARD is also carrying this. He has 
put a lot of time into this effort. We 
have got a good team working. We have 
also had good support from the Colo-
rado delegation. I would be remiss if I 
did not mention the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY), our senior 
Member from Colorado Springs; if I did 
not mention the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. SCHAFFER), if I did not men-
tion the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO), and the gentlewoman from 
Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE).

I should also mention the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) who has 
spent a good deal of time since he has 
been elected to Congress to work spe-
cifically with me on making sure that 
the agreements that we have in place 
are being kept. He has been supportive. 
I know that that came up a little 
quicker today than we imagined, so he 
is not in our presence. He certainly 
would be here today, but he does sup-
port it. And his concerns I think are 
well protected. 

But back to what I think is some-
thing all of us can be proud of, and that 
is, if my colleagues have the oppor-
tunity to go to Colorado, my district, 
the third congressional district is the 
highest district in the country in ele-
vation and so on. It has got 56 moun-
tains over 14,000 feet, and one of those 
Spanish Peaks goes over that 14,000. If 
my colleagues have an opportunity to 
go to Colorado, take a look at the 
Spanish Peaks. Understand the history 
of those mountains and what it means 
to the people of this country, what it 

means to the people of Huerfano Coun-
ty, what it means to the people of 
every county in the State of Colorado. 

Today, a great moment for the State 
of Colorado. It is a great moment for 
this country. I am proud to be the 
sponsor of the Spanish Peaks Wilder-
ness area. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Colorado for his elo-
quence and certainly for in a more spe-
cific way allowing Members of our body 
to understand the specifics of this leg-
islation. I, too, would like to commend 
his former colleague and our good 
friend, the gentleman from Colorado, 
Mr. David Skaggs, for his cosponsor-
ship originally of this legislation with 
my good friend from Colorado. 

Mr. Speaker, since I do not have any 
additional speakers, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, could 
we have a time check? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FOLEY). The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SHERWOOD) has 12 minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA)
has yielded back the balance. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
MCINNIS).

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, to my 
good colleagues on the other side, I 
would like to make a couple more com-
ments. I do not have any other speak-
ers. My colleague, although he has 
yielded back his time, if he would like 
me to yield time, I would be happy to. 

Again, now that I know I have got a 
couple more minutes, let me be a little 
more exhaustive in my remarks about, 
number one, David Skaggs. 

David came to me several years ago. 
As my colleagues know, David is a 
Democrat. I am a Republican. David 
and I have known each other for a long 
period of time. We worked together in 
the Colorado House of Representatives. 
At the time, I was the majority leader 
and he was the minority leader. 

It was kind of fun to come back here 
in Congress and to be able to work on 
something that we completely agreed 
on and we had our hearts in. I wish 
David were here today, but I know that 
David will be at the dedication that we 
have of the Spanish Peaks down in 
southern Colorado when we dedicate 
that portion of the wilderness. 

I also want to emphasize and talk for 
just a couple more minutes about wil-
derness and what is important about it. 
There is a philosophy out there or a 
thought out there that the only way to 
protect federal lands is to put them in 
wilderness. As I mentioned, earlier in 
my remarks, wilderness is the most re-
strictive and most inflexible manage-
ment tool we have in our arsenal of 

tools to manage federal lands. Once we 
put an area into wilderness, it is in es-
sence locked into that designation for-
ever.

Now, it is true that Congress can 
overturn a wilderness designation, but 
for that politically to occur it would be 
next to impossible. 

So before we designate wilderness, I 
think we, one, need to take our time 
and make sure that it meets all of the 
conditions for wilderness designation; 
number two, that we try to think into 
the future and try to come up with 
what might be the unintended con-
sequences in putting that into wilder-
ness instead of, say, a special area or 
some type of reserve or a conservation 
area or national park and so on. 

Because the measure is so dramatic, 
we should manage a wilderness des-
ignation just like the former Congress-
man David Skaggs and myself and the 
Colorado delegation and my good col-
league on the other side of the aisle 
have done, and that is we sat down and 
we met with the local community, we 
took the local input; we let most of the 
controversy be resolved at the local 
level; we put together legislation in a 
very open type of manner. We did not 
push this as a public relations type of 
campaign, going out and getting bill-
boards for wilderness and things like 
that. This has a lot of substance to it. 
It has got a lot of study and a lot of en-
ergy into it. This is the way we ought 
to name wilderness bills that go 
through this Congress. 

So once again, I thank my colleagues 
from the Colorado delegation. I thank 
my good colleague from the other side 
of the aisle. But more than anything 
else, I thank the people of America for 
allowing us to take care of the Spanish 
Peaks with this designation at the very 
top.

Every one of my colleagues, this vote 
they make today will be a vote that 
generations from now will look back 
and say, my grandpa and my grandma 
or my great grandpa or my great 
grandma voted yes for this. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCINNIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from American Samoa. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to note, for the RECORD, if there 
is anything as a demonstration of my 
colleagues in this chamber, I would say 
that the delegation from Colorado, 
both Republican and Democrats, prob-
ably has displayed the highest example 
of what bipartisanship should be when 
it comes to this issue of wilderness leg-
islation.

I want to commend the gentleman 
for being a part of that ability to give 
and take. Sometimes we get to be a lit-
tle too extreme in our views and not be 
tolerable to the views of another Mem-
ber, especially on an issue as important 
as wilderness area. So I commend and 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 
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Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I too 

share the comments of the gentleman. 
We did not try to sneak minimum wage 
or the Republican tax cut in this bill. 
This bill was kept clean through the 
process. It is purely bipartisan, and we 
can all be very proud when the vote 
names the Spanish Peaks of Colorado 
as a wilderness. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, as an 
original cosponsor of H.R. 898, I rise in sup-
port of this important bill to designate the 
Spanish Peaks as wilderness. 

The mountains we call the Spanish Peaks 
are two volcanic peaks in Las Animas and 
Huerfano Counties. Their Native American 
name is Wayatoya. The eastern peak rises to 
12,893 feet above sea level, and the summit 
of the western peak is at 13,626 feet. 

These two peaks were landmarks for Native 
Americans and for some of Colorado’s other 
early settlers and for travelers along the trail 
between Bent’s Old Fort on the Arkansas 
River and Taos, New Mexico. 

This part of the San Isabel National Forest 
has outstanding scenic, geologic, and wilder-
ness values, including a spectacular system of 
more than 250 free-standing dikes and ramps 
of volcanic materials radiating from the peaks. 
These lands are striking for their beauty and 
are also very valuable for wildlife habitat. 

Since 1977, the Spanish Peaks have been 
included on the National Registry of Natural 
Landmarks, and the State of Colorado has 
designated them as a natural area. The Forest 
Service first reviewed them for possible wilder-
ness designation as part of its second 
roadless area review and evaluation and first 
recommended them for wilderness in 1979. 
However, the Colorado Wilderness Act of 
1980 instead provided for their continued man-
agement as a wilderness study area—a status 
that was continued on an interim basis by the 
Colorado Wilderness Act of 1993. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, the Spanish Peaks 
are a very special part of Colorado. Their in-
clusion in the National Wilderness Preserva-
tion System has been too long delayed. In 
fact, I had hoped that designation of this area 
as wilderness would be completed last year. 
The House did pass a Spanish Peaks wilder-
ness bill sponsored by my predecessor, Rep-
resentative David Skaggs, and Representative 
MCINNIS after it was favorably reported by the 
Resources Committee. Unfortunately, the Sen-
ate did not act on that measure. 

So, I am very appreciative of the persist-
ence shown by Representative MCINNIS as 
well as the good work of Chairman YOUNG 
and Subcommittee Chairman CHENOWETH, 
and the leadership of Representative MILLER 
of California and the gentleman from Wash-
ington, Mr. SMITH. As a new Member of the 
Committee, I am very glad to have been able 
to work with them to bring us to where we are 
today with this bill. 

This bill does differ from last year’s Skaggs- 
McInnis bill in a few respects, and in particular 
by the exclusion from wilderness of an old 
road, known as the Bulls Eye Mine Road, and 
the inclusion of language related to that road. 

Because some questions have been raised 
about the scope and effect of that language, 
contained in subsection 3(1), I thought it was 
important to provide a further explanation of 

how that subsection would or would not affect 
management of this area. Accordingly, I great-
ly appreciate the assistance of the gentleman 
from American Samoa in engaging my col-
league from Colorado, Mr. MCINNIS, in a brief 
colloquy regarding that part of the bill. This 
colloquy is an important part of the legislative 
history of this bill. 

As was mentioned earlier during debate on 
this bill, its passage is an appropriate step in 
recognition of the recent 35th anniversary of 
the enactment of the Wilderness Act. As a 
strong supporter of protecting wilderness—and 
particularly of protecting our wilderness areas 
in Colorado—I hope that this is only the first 
of several Colorado wilderness bills that will 
come before the House in the months ahead. 

Already, the Resources Committee has ap-
proved a bill that, among other things, would 
designate additional wilderness in the area of 
the Black Canyon of the Gunnison. And cur-
rently pending before the Committee are two 
wilderness bills I have introduced, dealing with 
the James Peak area and with lands within 
Rocky Mountain National Park, as well as a 
very important bill by our colleague Ms. 
DEGETTE that breaks important new ground in 
terms of protecting wilderness areas on public 
lands in Colorado managed by the Bureau of 
Land Management. In my opinion, all these 
measures deserve priority consideration in our 
Committee and here on the floor of the House. 

Meanwhile, Mr. Speaker, I again thank both 
the gentleman from American Samoa and my 
colleague, Mr. MCINNIS, for their cooperation, 
and am glad to join in support of the Spanish 
Peaks Wilderness Act. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no more requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SHERWOOD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R.898. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

QUINEBAUG AND SHETUCKET RIV-
ERS VALLEY NATIONAL HERIT-
AGE CORRIDOR REAUTHORIZA-
TION ACT OF 1999 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1619) to amend the Quinebaug 
and Shetucket Rivers Valley National 
Heritage Corridor Act of 1994 to expand 
the boundaries of the Corridor, as 
amended.

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1619 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCE. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley 
National Heritage Corridor Reauthorization Act 
of 1999’’. 

(b) REFERENCE.—Whenever in this Act a sec-
tion or other provision is amended or repealed, 

such amendment or repeal shall be considered to 
be made to that section or other provision of the 
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley Na-
tional Heritage Corridor Act of 1994 (Public Law 
103–449; 16 U.S.C. 461 note). 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Section 102 of the Act is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and the 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts’’ after ‘‘State 
of Connecticut’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (3) through (9) as para-
graphs (2) through (8), respectively; and 

(3) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘New Haven,’’ after ‘‘Hartford,’’. 
SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT OF QUINEBAUG AND 

SHETUCKET RIVERS VALLEY NA-
TIONAL HERITAGE CORRIDOR; PUR-
POSE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 103(a) of the Act 
is amended by inserting ‘‘and the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts’’ after ‘‘State of Con-
necticut’’.

(b) PURPOSE.—Section 103(b) of the Act is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this title 
to provide assistance to the State of Connecticut 
and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, their 
units of local and regional government and citi-
zens in the development and implementation of 
integrated natural, cultural, historic, scenic, 
recreational, land, and other resource manage-
ment programs in order to retain, enhance, and 
interpret the significant features of the lands, 
water, structures, and history of the Quinebaug 
and Shetucket Rivers Valley.’’. 
SEC. 4. BOUNDARIES AND ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) BOUNDARIES.—Section 104(a) of the Act is 
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘Union,’’ after ‘‘Thompson,’’; 
and

(2) by inserting after ‘‘Woodstock’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘in the State of Connecticut, and the 
towns of Brimfield, Charlton, Dudley, E. Brook-
field, Holland, Oxford, Southbridge, Sturbridge, 
and Webster in the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, which are contiguous areas in the 
Quinebaug and Shetucket Rivers Valley, related 
by shared natural, cultural, historic, and scenic 
resources’’.

(b) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 104 of the Act is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(b) ADMINISTRATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—(A) The Corridor shall be 

managed by the management entity in accord-
ance with the management plan, in consultation 
with the Governor and pursuant to a compact 
with the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) The management entity shall amend its 
by-laws to add the Governor of Connecticut (or 
the Governor’s designee) and the Governor of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (or the 
Governor’s designee) as a voting members of its 
Board of Directors. 

‘‘(C) The management entity shall provide the 
Governor with an annual report of its activities, 
programs, and projects. An annual report pre-
pared for any other purpose shall satisfy the re-
quirements of this paragraph. 

‘‘(2) COMPACT.—To carry out the purposes of 
this Act, the Secretary shall enter into a com-
pact with the management entity. The compact 
shall include information relating to the objec-
tives and management of the Corridor, includ-
ing, but not limited to, each of the following: 

‘‘(A) A delineation of the boundaries of the 
Corridor.

‘‘(B) A discussion of goals and objectives of 
the Corridor, including an explanation of the 
proposed approaches to accomplishing the goals 
set forth in the management plan. 

‘‘(C) A description of the role of the State of 
Connecticut and the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts.
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